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DETAILED ACTION 

The filling of a Request for Continued Examination on October 10, 2006 is 
acknowledged. All amendments have been entered. A first office action follows. 
1. Claims 1-10, 14-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as anticipated by or, in 
the alternative, under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as obvious over Grabbe 369 alone or taken in 
view of Volz and Isaac. 

1 . Grabbe socket 20, figures 5-7 is receive component 2 and includes pins 40 which 
include portions 50, 51 that extend from the housing floor 28 and are bent back upward 
at 56, are connected to device, pcb14 by solderless surface mounting and that are 
arranged at an angle of 30 degrees with respect to x-axis. For claims 1-10, 14, all 
features appear by Grabbe since test, burn-in, aspect is functional and defines no 
structure over Grabbe and since semiconductor not positively recited. Should the 
testing aspect be at issue and for method claim 15 note that Grabbe does not disclose 
testing use. Isasc and Volz use sockets for testing. Obvious to therefore use Grabbe 
socket for semiconductor testing and this would only be a standard use for such 
sockets. Such use covers the claim 15 method steps. Other aspects, should issues 
arise deemed obvious variations. 

2. Claims 11-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
the references as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of Grabbe 826. 

3. Grabbe 369 includes fasteners, clamps at 12 but their use is not clear. Grabbe 
826 uses fasteners at 20. Isasc uses these at 46. Obvious to add same to Grabbe 360 
to secure the socket to the pcb. 
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4. Claims 1-10 and 14-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as anticipated by or, 
in the alternative, under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as obvious over McHugh alone or taken in 
view of Isaac, Volz and Grabbe 369. 

5. McHugh, figure 6, socket includes pins 5 that are to engage component 7 and 
that extend below socket surface at 533 and that turns upward, that engages device 9 
be solderless surface mounting and are oriented at an angle of about 45 degrees, figure 
3. All claims 1-10, 14 features taught by McHugh since test aspect provides no 
structure over McHugh. For claim 5, obvious to use copper as that is standard contact 
material. 

6. As alternative for claims 1-10, 14 and claim 15, McHugh does not disclose 
testing steps, however Volz and Isaac use test steps. Obvious to so use the McHugh 
socket as that would be a standard use for such sockets. While McHugh, figures 3, 8, 
9, clearly shows angled contact orientation the feature is not discussed. Grabbe added 
for discussion of 30 degrees orientation feature. Should issue arise, also obvious to so 
orient McHugh contacts as taught by Grabbe for a more dense spacing. 

7. McHugh, figure 10 also applied and shows socket with contacts 10 having 
upward bend portion 20 but do not show angled orientation. Grabbe shows contacts 
with angled orientation. Obvious to so arrange the McHugh figure 10 contacts for a 
more dense spacing. Volz and Isaac applied as above. 

8. Claims 11-13 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
McHugh, etc as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of Grabbe 826. 
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9. McHugh lacks a device (screw) for pressing the pin against the device (pcb) 9. 
Isaac at 46 and Grabbe 826 at 20 use such clamping screws. Obvious to use same in 
McHugh to secure the socket to the pcb. 

10. Applicant's arguments filed with the amendment have been fully considered but 
they are not persuasive. 

1 1 . Grabbe 369 and McHugh even as shown are usable as testing sockets for 
semiconductor, see McHugh, figure 1. Volz and Isaac are not essential and are used 
only to provide clear teaching of use of sockets for testing. Applicant, who shown a 
socket at 12a with no test features cannot properly assert Grabbe and McHugh are not 
test sockets. 

12. As to the "arranged obliquely" feature, arguments presented are unclear. The 
featrure, as disclosed, refers to applicants figure 3 arrangement, not to the angles of 
contact upward bending as may be seen in figure 2 and 5A; only figure 3 is a "bottom 

view". 

Any inquiry concerning this communication should be directed to Neil Abrams at 
telephone number 571-272-2089 
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